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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI
W.R(S) No.4946 of 2008

Shri PN.Mishra ... Petitioner
Versus
Union of India & ors. .... Respondents
CORAM : HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE

HON’BLE MRS.JUSTICE JAYA ROY

For the petitioner : Mr. Pramod Narayan Jha, Adv.
For the Respendents: Mr.Prabhash Kumar, Adv.

Order n0.13 ; Dated- 7" December, 2011

LA. No. 3572 of 2011

The aforesaid Interlocutory Application has been filed for
impleading some persons as petitioner in the writ petition.

However, counsel for the petitioner do not want to press
this application.

In view of the above, the aforesaid Interlocutory Application
is dismissed as not pressed.
W.L2(S) No0.4946 of 2008
1. Learned counsel for the Union of India sought time to look
into the document which has been shown to him today, during
course of argument, wherein there is a reference of GPE/Pension
and the document clearly states that if the option ds not received
within the stipulated period, it will be presumed that he/she has
exercised option for GPF/pension.
2 Learned counsel for the respondents has vehemently stated
that as per the information, all the employees voluntarily opted for
the CPF and they continued to have their deductions for CPF from
the period since their appointment, which is made in the year
1986-87 or even thereafter but deductions were being made

regularly. It is also submitted by the learned counsel for the
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respondents that there is no recognition of All India Navoday

Vidyalay Staff Association and, therefore, the writ petition is not

maintainable.
gL Looking into the larger interest, we will look into the

objection of the respondents after getting the positive stand of the
Union of India, whether there was any GPF/Pension Scheme in the

year 1986-87 when these appointments were given to the employees

of the Navoday Vidyalay.
4. Put up this case on 10" January, 2012.

B, Let a copy of this order be given to the counsel for the parties.

Sd/-
(Prakash Tatia, C.J.)
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